"RECENED & INSPE 5 |

DEC - 5 2005

John Chicoine FCC T MAILF OM

2505 Irene Lane , Rocky Mount, NC 27804-2356

Navernber 2, 2005 2:03 PM

Representative Bob Etheridge

U.S. House of Representatives

1533 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Etheridge:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissiens' (FCC} position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Feople who use moie pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that systern to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of Jong distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
wh uses zero minutes of fong distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

4 tat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USE Fair Coalition, of which | ama member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
*pass along’ these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. Ifthe FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Goalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system saon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request you pass along my concerns
to the FCG on my hehalf, letting thein know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Jacquelyn & John Chicoine 2505 Irene Lane Rocky Mount, NC 27804

ce: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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RECENED&IN  TED
DEC - 5 2005
John Hurley Fw

2524 GK ave , Decrah, 1A 52101-7398

MNovember 3, 2005 B:58 PM

Senator Chuck Grassley

U.S. Senate

135 Hart Senate Office Building
Washingtor, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-43

Dear Senator Grassley:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my firiends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. It the FCC changes that system {v
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who
uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While 1 am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T arm charged fairly. If the FCC goesto a
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. | request you pass along my concerns to
the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.  Actually the USF should be done away
with, its tax without representation. A company can do what they want with the money. A company should not have the government backing in
taxing the people.

Sincercly, John Hurley, 2524 G K ave, Decorah, lowa cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

Sincerely,

John Hurley
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Roy Priddy
128 Robinhood Dr. , Kenedy, TX 78119

RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Novernher 3, 2005 9:28 PM

Senator John Cornyn -

(I.S. Senate DEC 5 2005
517 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20310-0001

FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Servtere-pocier s """

DNear Senator Cornyn:
To Chairman Kevin Martin,

1 have serious concerns regacding the Federa! Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USE)
collection method to a monthly fat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
hy the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, TISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the systermn. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as scmeone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. That would be me in some months. 1 would be paying for someone else's telephone usage.
Constituents who are frugal and use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users(me), senior citizens(me) and low-income
residential and rural consuimners(me), to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of
the USF from high volume ta low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. Why are you trying to INCREASE our phone bill unfairly? In
additien, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I ama member, keeps me informed about the USE issue with menthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While Iamaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
*pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to ensure 1 am charged fairly. if the FCC goes to
2 numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC offictals, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation But don't you think that it is ridiculous to have the little consumer pay for the mega
consumer?

I will continue to moritor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concelns
to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your present constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Roy Priddy

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress



Terry Kelly
8386 N.3 Lane , Gladstone, MI 49

November 3, 2005 9:14 AM

Senator Carl Levin

T1.5. Senate

269 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Nocket 96-45

Dear Senator Levin:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)

collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change praposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 1fthe FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of Jong distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a rmonth. Constituents who use their limited resources wiseiy should not be penalized for deing sc.

A Hat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance vsers, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the TISF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes o a
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

T will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Ms. Terry L. Kelly

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

No. ¢f Cop
o WSEAS Gy
Ustascon E “——Q_m

T —



Cathy Huber RECEVED & INSPECTED

1162 1/2 West 11th Street, San Pedro, CA 90731-3445

DEC ~ 5 2005 November 3,2005 15 PM

Representative Jane Harman

U.S. House of Representatives FGC - MA“_HOOM

2400 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Harman:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my Eriends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you inow, USF is curreatly collected on a revenic bagic. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of Tong
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized Eor doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many fow-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and Tow-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unatfordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical
and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, Keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is
that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my
service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behals, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately afiect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cathy J. Huber

¢c: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

B O Copes ey ()
UStABODE it

- IR .
AR . e
B ————,

s . . ——
[EI ———



"RECENED & INSPECTED
DEC — b 2005
Frederick Pollak — W
3 Grrove Isle Drive , Miami, FL 33133 ) ©

November 3, 2005 10:45 AM

Representative lleana Ros-Lehtinen
11.8. House of Representatives

2160 Rayburn House Office Bldg,
Washington, DC 20513-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Ros-Lehtinen:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Setvice Fund (USF}
collection method to 2 monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change preposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Peaple who use more pay more into the system.  [f the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance 2 month. Constituents whe use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

THIS 1S THE ONLY FAIR AND LOGICAL WAY TO COLLECT THIS TAX! ANY CHANGE SHOULD BE "SUPPLIMENTAL' IN NATURE,
NOT RADICAL LIKE WHAT CHAIRMAN MARTIN WANTS.

A Rar fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-valume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USFE Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While T am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure Iam charged fairly. If the FCC goes toa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Frederick Pollak

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Cangress
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RECEIVED ¢ . .. -ECTED

729 Demuth 8t , Johnstown, PA 15904-1701 o o LU

FCC MAILROW November 2,2005 11:55PM

Senator Arlen Specter

1.5 Senate

711 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-43

Dear Senator Specter:

1 kave serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Comunissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF}
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that systemito
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due te unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
*pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure ! am charged fairly. If the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

['will continue te monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my communiry. | request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. Asa Senior Citizen
this is another attack on our limited income.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Terry Murray

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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RECEIVED & INS:, . TED

Jean Glassman DEC - 5 2005

89 Newport St., Arlington, MA 02476

FCC - MAILROOM

November 2, 2005 5:21 PM

Senator John Kerry

U.S. Senate

304 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kerry:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Commmunications Commissions' {FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly Hat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. Ilive on Social Security Disahility Income, and I make very few long distance phone calls,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [f the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that meane that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as somecne,
like me, who generally uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Censtituents who use their limited resources wisely should nut be penalized
for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bifls. Shifting the funding burden of the JSF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
Americz,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including Ynks to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And accarding to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

T wil! continue to moniter developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Jean Glassman

¢c: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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charlene montgomety RECEIVED & !NSP ECTED

496 big run prescottville rd , punxsutawnwey, PA 15767

DEC - 5 2005 November 3, 2005 12:08 PM

Senator Arlen Specter

1].5. Senate FCC = MAILROW

711 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-43

Dear Senator Specter:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) pesition to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including e, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, UISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system, IEthe FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund 4s someons
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constiruents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural corsumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volurne users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I ama member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While lam aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
*pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality s that they do. Asa consumer] would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments or: the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how 2 flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

please help us low income and dosabled persons by not letting this go through. thank you

Sincerely,
charlene montgomery

ce; FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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DEC - b 2003
Ken Deutsch F - MA‘LHOOM

1405 30th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20007

November 3,2005 11.00 AM

Delegate Eleanor Norton

U.S. House of Representatives
2136 Rayburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Delegate Norton:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communtcations Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the USF collection method to a menthly
fat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed
by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  if the FCC changes that systemto
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so.

A Dat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance usess, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
anl rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USE Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
informution on their website, including links to FCC information. While Tamaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
*pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As 2 consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes toa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more, And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to & fat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this marter.
Sincerely,

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

Sincerely,

Ken Deutsch

cc
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RECEIVEL & INSPECTED |
DEC - 5 2005
Karen Sandefur Py
147 Ashley Drive , Fairview Heights, [L 62208-3815 ' m

November 3,2005 10:16 AM

Representative Jerry Costello

U.S. House of Representatives

2269 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Costello:

[ have serious concetns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {(FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method toa monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF s currently cellected on a reveniue basis. People whe use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of long distance, pays the same amount inte the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A [at fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and ruml consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have = highly detrimental effect on smal! businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which lam a member, keeps me informed about the TSF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
“pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would like assurance that 1will be charged fairly. Ifthe
FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has
plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue ta spread the word to my community. [ request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Karen Sandefur

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress




Janice Llenhart ” 2, .NSPECTED

2818 Ennismore Court , Richmond, VA 2§224
0EC - 5 2005

FCG - MAILROOM

November 3, 2005 4:11 PM

Senator George Allen

U.S. Senate

204 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Allen:
WHAT'S WRONG WITH THIS PICTURE??!! PLEASE CORRECT IT!!

The Federal Communications Commissions® (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee 15 UNFAIR AND ILLOGICAL. Many of your constituents — including
my friends, family, and neighbors, as waell as myself — will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes
of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for
doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior cltizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffoerdable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to
low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on
small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a meniber, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do, As a consumer | would like ensure I am charged fairly. i the
FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. |
raquest you pass along my concerns to the FCC on’ my behalf, Iettlng them know how.a flat fee tax could
dlspropomonately affect those in your constltuency. SR . .

e

Thank you for your contmued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your posmon on this mattpr.

Sincerely, :
Janice Lienhart

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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RECEED & INS"CTED
DEC — 5 2005
FCC - MAILROOM

Neva Nisely
908 Coventry Dr. , Anderson, IN 46012-4558

Novernber 2,2005 7:45PM

Senator Richard Lugar

U.S. Senate

306 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20310-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Lugar:

[ have very serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {(FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USE)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my [riends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the grossly unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely sheuld not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senjor citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In additien, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on thejr website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
*pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. Asa consumer I would like to be assured I am charged [airly. If the FCC
goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans
to change toa flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue 1o spread the word to my community. Irequest you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I leok forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Neva L. Nisely 908 Coventry Dr.
Anderson, IN 46012-4558

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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RECEIVED c. .. sPECTED |

Lz Verne Saucier
206 Gilman Road , Porter, ME 04068-0206

DEC - 5 2005

November 3, 2005 927 AM

Representative Mike Michaud FCC - MA”_HOO'\A

17.S. House of Representatives
437 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-000]

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Michaud:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to 2 monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my [riends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that sormecne who uses ene thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someore
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely shouid not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST Fom
high volume to low-valume users is radical and unnecessary. This will alsa effect people who have been recently displaced due to the hurricanes
that have destroyed their hornes. Cellutar may be their only option. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all
across America.

With all the natural disasters, war in Iraq, oil, gas, and woad cost way up,how much more do you think the American people can stand.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of whichTama merrber, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law dees not reguire companies to recover, or
"pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure Tam charged fairly. If the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change

to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my hehall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work 2nd I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
La Verne Fox Saucier

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress



mrs Patricia johnson
908 silver et , hamilton square, NJ 08690-3521

November 2,2005 12,00 PM

Senator Jon Corzine

U.S. Senate

502 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Untversal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Corzine:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (TISF)
collection method to a menthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively tmpacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes thai sysiem to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing sa.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am 2 member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require compantes to recover, or
‘pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I'would like ensure I am charged fairly. 1fthe FCC goestoa
rumbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Cealition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat [ee system soon and without legistation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and centinue to spread the word to my community. I reguest you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Pat Johnsen Trenton, NJ 08690

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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RECEIVED & INGP. “TED

DEC — § 2005

James A Dunn FCC - MA"—RO’)M

S10 Linden Street , Tarboro, NC 27886-3626

Novernber 2, 2003 12:49 PM

Senator Elizabeth Dole

11.5. Senate

555 Dirksen Senate Office Butlding
Washington, DC 20510-000t

Subject: Re: Federal-State Jeint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Dole:

[ have serfous concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position te change the Universal Service Fund (LISF)

collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, [amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, UISF is currently collected on & revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fand as someene
who uses zero minutes of long distance 2 month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income restdential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from

high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly decrimental effect on small businesses all acrass
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While Iam aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to
a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ reguest you pass along my concerns
1o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
James A Dunn

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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DEC - 5 2005

FCC - MAILROOM
S e

2005 £15 St, Brooklyn, NY 11229

Wayne Tan

Novemnber 3, 2005 7:.08 PM

Senator Charles Schumer

LLS. Scnate

313 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Uruversal Scrvice CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Schumer:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection
method to 2 monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, incuding me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair
change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF 15 currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system,  If the FCC changes that system to a flat
fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as somcone who uses
#ero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wiscly should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, sendor citizens and low-income residential and
rural consumers, to give up their phones duc to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high
volume to low-volume ugers is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have 2 highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.
The Keep USF Tair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date inforrmation
on their website, including links to FCC information.  While T am aware that federal law does not requite companies to recover, or "pass along” these
fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer T would like ensure | am charged fawly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my
service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon
and without legislation.

[ il continue to moniter developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns to the
FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee 1ax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position en this matter,
Sincercly,
Wayne Tang

ce: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Barhara Cheatham F! é E - MA"—ROOM
1910 Weodland Circle #108, Vero Beach, FL 37

Representative Dave Weldon
115, House of Representatives
2347 Rayburn House Office Bldg,
Washington, DC 20515-0001

November 3, 2005 10:06 AM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Weldon:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Commumications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund {USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbars, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system ta
a Har fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior ¢itizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses alt across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their wehsite, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
"pass along’ these [ees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure [ am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to menitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

I'ma single parent with three kids, no child support ever...1 work 2 jobs for about 50 hours a week & do NOT want to pay a FLAT Rate forlong
distance when [ don't use it as ] CAN'T afford it.. Let the people that USE Long distance have the flat rate & leave the rest of us alone.... Thanks
for listening?

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara Cheatham

cc: FCC Chatr Kevin Martin, Congress
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Janice Dault

3390 Holton Duck Lake Rd, Twin Lake, MI49457-8512 | RECEVED & INSPECTED

November 15, 2005

Senator Carl Levin DEC - 5 2085

1.5, Senate
269 Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510-0001 FCC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-43

Dear Senator Levin:

1 have serious cancerns regarding the Federal Communications Commisstons' (FCC) pesition to change the Universal Service Fund (USE)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, TSF is currently collected on 2 revenue basis, People who use more pay more into the system.  1f the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, sentor citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF krom
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In additton, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USE Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the TISF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
“pass aleng' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes toa
nurabers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and contirue to spread the word to my community. [ request you pass along my concerns
1o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Janice Dault
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Mike Davis

350 Cr Rd 2019, Bartlesville, OK 74 D & INSPLCTED

November 1, 2005 4:23 PM

DEC - b 2005
Senator Tom Coburn

U.S. Senate - MAILROOM
172 Russell Senate Office Building _ECC

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re; Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Coburn:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, UST is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Davis

ce FCC Chair Ke\:')in‘ Martin, Congress
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Frank Kochez —
35 Westgate Dr. , Sparta, NJ07871-1340

i
RECEVED & ... ECTED November 1, 2005 4:59 PM
Representative Rodney Frelinghuysen - 005
U.S. House of Representatives DEC b1
2442 Rayburm House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001 FGC - MAILROOM

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Frelinghuysen:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress’s (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, will be
negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. Since I am a senior
citizen with a very low long distance phone bill, this would affect me directly.

While [ am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers,
the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed,
my service will cost more. And acgording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

T will coﬂtinue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Frank Kochey

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, ,(fdﬁgrés_s
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Isaac Stevison — EE E “ lsag[:‘"'l et ) ‘
136 Mckinnen , Kilgore, TX 75662 ;

DEC - 5 ‘2005 November 3, 2005 8:14 PM

Senator Kay Hutchison
U8, Senate

284 Russe!l Senate Office Building FCC - MA\LROOM

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Hutchison:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly fat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbers, will be negatively fmpacted
by the unfair change proposed by the ECC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a reveniue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of leng distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

Tam tired of hypocritical paliticians who claim to be compassionate, while only showing that compassion to corporate greed.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural consumers, to give up their phores due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detzimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies te recover, or
“pass along’ these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer § would like ensure Tam charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes toa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to menitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank yeu for your continued work and I ook forward to hearing about your pasition on this matter.
Sincerely,
[saac Stevison

cc
FCC Chair Kevin Martin,

ﬁa. i Cogiosrecd 1)
-ListABC DE




joana br_iags RECEIVED & |N§. "r)"

3022 5. 17 , milwaukee, W1 53215

DEC — 5 2005 November 5, 2005 10.18 PM

Representative Gwen Moore F
11.8. House of Representatives CC - 3

1408 Longwarth House Office Building MAILHC’ OM
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 95-43

Dear Representative Moore:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more mnto the system. 1fthe FCC changes that systemto
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone
who uses zero minutes of long distance a menth. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential
and rural cansumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. Inaddition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date
tnformation on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or
'pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. Asaconsumer would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more, And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans te change
to a flat fee system scon and without legislation.

1 will contirve to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns
to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Sincerely,
joana briggs
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Pega Bumgardner
729 Washington Street , Huntingdon, PA 16652-1723

RECENL. &

November 1, 2005 10:56 AM

Representative Bill Shuster

U.S. House of Representatives

1108 Longworth House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Shuster:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely, Peggy Bumgardner Huntingdon, Pa.

Sincerely,
Peggy Bumgardner

cc!
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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Kenneth Saupitty
Rt. 2 Box 209B , Apache, OK 73006

DEC ~ b 2005 November 1, 2005 11:24 AM

Representative Tom Cole ECC-M A“_ROOM

U.S. House of Representatives
236 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-43

Dear Representative Cole:

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthiy flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and mral consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. Irequest you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Kenneth Saupitty

cc: : .
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
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